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~ The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address ~ 
Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE MONTH(S) FROM 

THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 

after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. . 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

I) D Responsive to communication^) filed on . 

2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)M This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1 935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 21 3. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Claim(s) 1-22 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) E3 Claim(s) 1-22 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)Q accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

II) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12)D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)Q All b)Q Some * c)D None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. ^ . 

3. D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1-22 are pending for examination. 

2. Claims 1-22 are rejected. 

Claim Objections 

3. Claim 14 is objected to because of the following informalities: reference is made to "an 
Internet.", whereas the phrase should be either "the Internet" or "an internet", where the 
examiner assumes the former is correct. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

4. Claims 6 and 22 recites the limitation "indicating step comprises selecting said electronic 
signing service. . .", and "indicate said electronic signature. . .", in claims 4 and 20 respectively. 
There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. The examiner assumes for 
the sake of applying art that the applicant is referring to claim 5 and 21 respectively. 

Claim 20 recites the limitation "security service tool. . in claim 28. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. The examiner assumes for the sake 
of applying art that the applicant is referring to claim 18. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

(e) the invention was described in ( 1 ) an application for patent, published under section 1 22(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
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international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

5. Claims 1-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Greco et al, U.S. 
Patent No. US 2002/0120680 Al. 

6. As per claim 1; "A method of setting up a generic security service, said generic security 
service being capable of calling an electronic signing service from among a plurality of 
electronic signing services, comprising: indicating which types of documents require a signature 
[paragraphs 0032,0047,0059-0063,0075]; for each type of said documents requiring a signature, 
indicating if a signature is required for a full document; for each type of said documents 
requiring a signature, but not requiring a signature for a full document, indicating which data 
elements within a respective document require a signature [paragraphs 0006,0030- 
0033,0042,0047,0059-0063,0075,0098,0101, page 9,claims 19,38,39].". 

And further as per claim 16; "A generic security service tool [This claim is an apparatus 
claim for limitations from the method claim 1 above, and is rejected for the same reasons 
provided for the claim 1 rejection] comprising: generic signature software, said generic signature 
software permitting a tool user to set up a signature framework for various document types 
[paragraphs 0032,0047,0059-0063,0075]; signature memory, said signature memory storing said 
signature framework for various document types [paragraphs 0032,0047,0059-0063,0075, 
0098,0101, page 9,claims 19,38,39]; wherein said generic signature software presents said tool 
user with a list of document types that could require a signature, and permits said tool user to 
input which of said document types require said signature [paragraphs 0006,0030- 
0033,0042,0047,0059-0063,0075,0094,0098,0101, page 9,claims 19,38,39].". 
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And further as per claim 17; "A generic security service tool [This claim is an apparatus 
claim for limitations from the method claim 1 above, and is rejected for the same reasons 
provided for the claim 1 rejection] as in claim 16, wherein said generic signature software further 
permits said tool user to select if said signature is required for a full document or selected data 
elements for each of said document types, and to select said data elements or to indicate that said 
selected data elements will be determined by an intended recipient [paragraphs 0006,0030- 
0033,0042,0047,0059-0063,0075,0094,0098,0101, page 9,claims 19,38,39].". 

7. Claim 2 additionally recites the limitations that; "A method as in claim 1, further 
comprising the step of: creating a layout of a representation of said data elements requiring 
signature. ". The teachings of Greco et al (paragraphs 0059-0063,0094) suggest such limitations. 

Claim 18 additionally recites the limitations that; "A generic security service tool [This 
claim is an apparatus claim for limitations from the method claim 2 above, and is rejected for the 
same reasons provided for the claim 2 rejection] as in claim 17, wherein said generic signature 
software further permits said tool user to set up a layout of a representation of said selected data 
elements.". The teachings of Greco et al (paragraphs 0059-0063,0094) suggest such limitations. 

8. Claim 3 additionally recites the limitations that; "A method as in claim 2, wherein said 
creating step comprises adding text to said layout.". The teachings of Greco et al (paragraphs 
0006,0007,0059-0063,0094) suggest such limitations. 

Claim 19 additionally recites the limitations that; "A generic security service tool [This 
claim is an apparatus claim for limitations from the method claim 3 above, and is rejected for the 
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same reasons provided for the claim 3 rejection] as in claim 18, wherein said tool user can add 
text to said layout. ". The teachings of Greco et al (paragraphs 0006,0007,0059-0063,0094) 
suggest such limitations. 

9. Claim 4 additionally recites the limitations that; "A method as in claim 2, further 
comprising the step of: saving said layout in a database.". The teachings of Greco et al 
(paragraphs 0006,0007,0059-0063,0066,0083,0084,0094) suggest such limitations. 

Claim 20 additionally recites the limitations that; "A generic security service tool [This 
claim is an apparatus claim for limitations from the method claim 4 above, and is rejected for the 
same reasons provided for the claim 4 rejection] as in claim 28, wherein said layout can be stored 
in said signature memory The teachings of Greco et al (paragraphs 0006,0007,0059- 
0063,0066,0083,0084,0094) suggest such limitations. 

10. Claim 5 additionally recites the limitations that; "A method as in claim 1, further 
comprising the step of: indicating which of said plurality of electronic signing services is to be 
called.". The teachings of Greco et al (paragraphs 0006,0030-0033,0042,0047,0059- 
0063,0075,0098,0101, page 9 5 claims 19,38,39) suggest such limitations. 

Claim 21 additionally recites the limitations that; "A generic security service tool [This 
claim is an apparatus claim for limitations from the method claim 5 above, and is rejected for the 
same reasons provided for the claim 5 rejection] as in claim 17, wherein said generic signature 
software permits said tool user to indicate which electronic signature technology is to be utilized 
from among a plurality of electronic signature technologies.". The teachings of Greco et al 
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,0075,0098,0101, page 9,claims 19,38,39) 



11. Claim 6 additionally recites the limitations that; "A method as in claim 4, wherein said 
indicating step comprises selecting said electronic signing service to be called from a list of said 
plurality of electronic signing services.". The teachings of Greco et al suggest (paragraphs 
0006,0030-0033,0042,0047,0059-0063,0075,0098,0101, page 9,claims 19,38,39) such 
limitations. 

Claim 22 additionally recites the limitations that; "A generic security service tool [This 
claim is an apparatus claim for limitations from the method claim 6 above, and is rejected for the 
same reasons provided for the claim 6 rejection] as in claim 20, wherein said generic signature 
software permits said tool user to indicate said electronic signature technology to be utilized by 
presenting said tool user a list of said plurality of electronic signature technologies from which 
said tool user may select.". The teachings of Greco et al (paragraphs 0006,0030- 
0033,0042,0047,0059-0063,0075,0098,0101, page 9,claims 19,38,39) suggest such limitations. 

12. As per claim 7; "A method of facilitating electronic signature of a document residing on a 
computer accessible through a network by a user at a remote location comprising the steps of: 
providing said user with a representation of a document for signature through a browser; 
permitting said user to indicate to said computer that said document should be signed; and, if 
said user indicates that said document should be signed, saving said signature on said computer 
as a parameter separate from said document; providing said signature and said document to 
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another service [paragraphs 0032,0047,0059-0063,0066,0072,0073,0075,0076,0086-0090,page 
10,claims 41-48].". 

13. Claim 8 additionally recites the limitations that; "A method of facilitating electronic 
signature as in claim 7, wherein said indication to sign said document comprises said user 
clicking a button on said browser. ". The teachings of Greco et al (paragraphs 0032,0047,0059- 
0063,0066,0072,0073,0075,0076,0086-0090,0092,0094,page 10,claims 41-48) suggest such 
limitations. 

14. Claim 9 additionally recites the limitations that; "A method of facilitating electronic 
signature as in claim 7, wherein said representation comprises an entirety of said document.". 
The teachings of Greco et al (paragraphs 0032,0047,0059-0063,0066,0072,0073,0075,0076, 
0086-0090,0092,0094,page 10,claims 41-48) suggest such limitations. 

15. Claim 10 additionally recites the limitations that; "A method of facilitating electronic 
signature as in claim 7, wherein said representation comprises a set of selected data elements of 
said document. The teachings of Greco et al (paragraphs 0032,0047,0059- 
0063,0066,0072,0073,0075,0076, 0086-0090,0092,0094,page 10,claims 41-48) suggest such 
limitations. 

16. Claim 1 1 additionally recites the limitations that; "A method of facilitating electronic 
signature as in claim 10, wherein said representation further comprises text.". The teachings of 
Greco et al (paragraphs 0006,0007,0059-0063,0094) suggest such limitations. 

17. Claim 12 additionally recites the limitations that; "A method of facilitating electronic 
signature as in claim 7, wherein said providing said user step further comprises displaying to said 
user either said entire document itself or a representation of said document that comprises 
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selected data elements of said document based upon a view selection by said user.". The 
teachings of Greco et al (paragraphs 0032,0047,0059-0063,0066,0072,0073,0075,0076,0086- 
0090,0092,0094,page 10,claims 41-48) suggest such limitations. 

18. Claim 13 additionally recites the limitations that; "A method of facilitating electronic 
signature as in claim 7, wherein said computer is an electronic marketplace. ". The teachings of 
Greco et al (paragraphs 0002-0011,0032,0047,0059-0063,0066,0072,0073,0075,0076,0086- 
0090,0092,0094,page 10,claims 41-48; such that the Greco et al Internet environment is clearly 
and inherently an electronic marketplace) suggest such limitations. 

19. Claim 14 additionally recites the limitations that; "A method of facilitating electronic 
signature as in claim 7, wherein said network is an Internet.". The teachings of Greco et al 
(paragraphs 0002-001 1,0032,0047 ? 0059-0063,0066,0072,0073,0075,0076,0086- 
0090,0092,0094 5 page 10,claims 41-48; such that the Greco et al Internet environment is clearly 
and inherently an electronic marketplace) suggest such limitations. 

20. Claim 15 additionally recites the limitations that; "A method of facilitating electronic 
signature as in claim 7, further comprising the steps of: determining if an intended recipient is 
responsible for providing said representation of said document for signature; if said intended 
recipient is responsible, sending said document to said intended recipient and receiving said 
electronic representation from said intended recipient. The teachings of Greco et al 
(paragraphs 0013,0032-0040,0047-0048,0052-00550059-0063,0065,0066,0069- 
0073,0075,0076,0086-0092,page 10,claims 41-48) suggest such limitations. 



Transitional provisional application reference 
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f 7.82.02 Copy of Provisional Application(s) Relied Upon for Prior Art Effect May Not be 
Supplied 

If a copy of a provisional application listed on the bottom portion of the accompanying 
Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) form is not included with this Office action and the PTO- 
892 has been annotated to indicate that the copy was not readily available, it is because the copy 
could not be readily obtained when the Office action was mailed. Should applicant desire a copy 
of such a provisional application, applicant should promptly request the copy from the Office of 
Public Records (OPR) in accordance with 37 CFR 1.14(a)(l)(iv), paying the required fee under 
37 CFR 1.19(b)(1). If a copy is ordered from OPR, the shortened statutory period for reply to 
this Office action will not be reset under MPEP § 710,06 unless applicant can demonstrate a 
substantial delay by the Office in fulfilling the order for the copy of the provisional application. 
Where the applicant has been notified on the PTO-892 that a copy of the provisional application 
is not readily available, the provision of MPEP § 707.05(a) that a copy of the cited reference will 
be automatically furnished without charge will not apply. 



Conclusion 

21 . Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from examiner 
should be directed to Ronald Baum, whose telephone number is (703) 305-4276. The examiner 
can normally be reached Monday through Friday from 8:00 AM to 5:30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kim Vu, can be reached at (703) 305-4393. The Fax number for the organization 
where this application is assigned is 703-872-9306. 



Ronald Baum 



